"
(1.) The reviewer very fairly remarks upon an observation of mine, questioning the existence of coagulable lymph in all cases of adhesion of serous membranes, that ' this doctrine of adhesion is quite at variance with that which is universally received; namely, that in all cases where two naturally separate tissues are united by inflammation, a material susceptible of organisation is effused, and becomes the connecting medium.' I am, of course, aware that this doctrine of adhesion is at variance with that which is universally received; but still I venture to propound it, because I have long believed that the doctrine of coagulable lymph being essential to adhesion is not so unquestionable as mauy suppose; and because I believe that the agency of coagulable lymph in producing opacities has been overrated. I do not, of course, deny that adhesions generally take place by the organisation of coagulable lymph, or that opacities of transparent parts often arise from effusion of this material; but I do deny that evidence is forthcoming to prove that adhesion or opacity never occur without it. I was led to the conclusion that adhesion thus takes place between inflamed serous membranes, from repeated observations of such in the bodies of persons who had died from peritonitis; and this conclusion was confirmed by observations readily traced over the whole surface of the cartilage, it appears subsequently to retreat with the retiring of the surface-vessels towards the circumference, just in the same way that the membrana pupillaris disappears.
6. This is a point scarcely worth further discussion. 7. The vascularity of the healthy cornea has long since ceased to be a quastio vexata with modern anatomists. If microscopic examination is not to be admitted as having decided it in the negative, how is it to be decided ?
8. The brushing of the cornea with soap-suds was called "barbarous" by the reviewer, not because he thought that Dr. Jacob when thus employed would look like a savage, but like a barber. The printer, not understanding the joke, did not make it sufficiently apparent by dividing the word?barbar-ous. We quite agree with Dr. Jacob in the reprobation of the calomel and sugar insufflation, which could only be employed by a barbarian.
